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Exhibit  2-5 

Existing  Airfield  Characteristics 
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3-1  presents  the  engineered  perfor-  *  °nly  onc  (24R)  **  capable  of 

tandards  (EPS)  for  Los  Angeles  Inter-  operating  arrivals  and  departures  during 

[.  The  EPS  is  somewhat  different  than  periods  when  meteorological  conditions 


based  on  their  gate  location,  direction  of  4.2  High  Speed  Taxiway  Exit 
flight  after  departure,  etc.  Off  Runway  25L 
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tiled  the  delay  reduction  benefits  of  near-  Exhibit  41 
(1962)  and  far-term  (1987)  improvements  —  ■ 
poet  facilities,  ATC  equipment,  and 


Several  performance  measurements  were  1982  ATC  separations,  the  additional 

calculated  from  the  experimental  computer  1982  improvements  reduce  annual  delays 

runs  to  indicate  the  changes  which  occur  as  by  384t. 

improvements  are  introduced  into  both  the  air 

traffic  control  and  airport  design  scenarios.  d.  Based  upon  the  1982  demand  and  the 


Exhibit  5*1  Airfield  Deaui  Levcb 


pnvusap  5j»»d  qtooui  z  *X«a  atomy 
m opiwdo  jo  jaquitiN 


197*  19*2  19*2  +  5%  1982  15%  19*7  19*7  +  5%  1987+15% 


Exhibit  S-2  Aircraft  Operations 

No.  of  Operations  Class  Distribution* 

Annual  Avg.  Day  Peak  Hour  Class  1  Class  2  Class  3  Class  4 
W8  510,263  1,710  111  21.5*  55.4*  17.9*  5.2* 

1982  518,157  1,735  114  23.9*  55.0*  15.9*  5.2* 
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